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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This is in response to the Applicant's arguments and amendments filed on April 
25, 2007 in which claims 1, 9, 10, 18, 19, 29, 32, and 41 have been amended. Claims 1- 
42 are currently pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

3. Claims 1, 10, 19, 20, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Lection et al. (6,996,406). 

Regarding claims 1, 10, 19, 20, and 32 Lection discloses (see Figs. 1-3) a mobile 
communications device ((150A) and a wireless network node (150B), a communication 
network and a method comprising: means for determining mobile communications 
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device location (GPS receiver 210), means for linking (encoder/decoder 250) metadata 
representing mobile communications device location and call related data to audio 
stream data sent from that mobile communications device for a wireless 
communications call (see encoder encoding positioning data in the generated 
identification tones for transmission by the RF transceiver, see col. 34-53, col. 3, lines 
40-45 and col. 5, lines 12-23). 

Regarding claim 20, Lection further discloses wherein the means for determining 
and means for linking are located within the mobile communication device (col. 2, lines 
34-44). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

5. Claims 2-6, 8, 1 1-15, 17, 22-26, 28, 33-37, 39, and 40 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lection et al. (6,996,406) in view of Ayoub 
et al. (6,477,363). 

Regarding claims 2, 11, 22, and 33, Lection teaches all the limitations above 
except the means for determining comprises a processing technique selected from the 
group consisting of GPS location determination, wireless network signal triangulation 
location determination, and serving cell identification determination. However the 
preceding limitations are known in the art of communications. Ayoud teaches a system 
wherein the location information of the mobile terminal can be obtained in any known 
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method GPS, triangulation, and DID numbers to provide an accuracy of the location 
information, col. 3, lines 30-54 and col. 4, lines 7-67). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to implement the 
technique of Ayoud within the system of Lection in order to have different options to 
determine the location of the mobile terminal, and increase the possibility to find 
someone carrying the mobile terminal in need of assistance. 

Regarding claims 3, 12, 23, and 34, Lection teaches all the limitations above 
except the means for linking includes the metadata as in-band information along with 
the audio stream data stream. However, the preceding limitation is known in the art of 
communications. Ayoub teaches tones being sent via the voice channel, and the 
position information is translated into a stream of DTMF tones that represent longitude 
and latitude, see col. 4, lines 30-67). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to implement the technique of Ayoud 
within the system of Lection in order to translate latitude and longitude in a sequence of 
tones which are sent via the voice channel to be heard by the caller. 

Regarding claims 4, 13, 24, and 35, Lection teaches all the limitations above 
except the means for linking includes the metadata as out-of-band information along 
with the audio stream data. However, the preceding limitation is known in the art of 
communications. Ayoub teaches tones being sent through the control channel during 
the setup of the call connection, see col. 4, lines 33-35). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to implement the 
technique of Ayoud within the system of Lection in order to translate latitude and 
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longitude in a sequence of tones which are sent via the control channel, and reduce the 
use of bandwidth. 

Regarding claims 5, 14, 25, and 36, Lection teaches all the limitations above 
except the means for linking operates in a repetitive and periodic manner during the 
course of the wireless communications call to link the metadata. However, the 
preceding limitation is known in the art of communications. Ayoub teaches controller in 
the cellular telephone sending updated position at the constant interval while the 
emergency call is in progress as the caller is communicating with the authority, see col. 
4, lines 44-47. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, 
at the time of the invention, to implement the technique of Ayoud within the system of 
Lection in order to simultaneously received updated position information while the 
emergency call is in progress. 

Regarding claims 6, 15, 26, and 37, Lection teaches all the limitations above 
except the determined location is an identification of a cell currently serving the mobile 
communications device and the means for linking operates to link in response to 
detected changes in the currently serving cell. However, the preceding limitation is 
known in the art of communications. Ayoub teaches using cellular triangulation or 
method using position data obtained from the cell towers the cellular telephone is 
communicating with as well as sending updated position at constant interval while the 
emergency call is in progress, see col. 3, lines 30-36, col. 4, line 44-57. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, 
to implement the technique of Ayoud within the system of Lection in order to 
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simultaneously received updated position information while the emergency call is in 
progress. 

Regarding claim 8, 17, 28, and 40, Lection teaches all the limitations above 
except the metadata includes a time stamp in addition to the determined location. 
However, the preceding limitation is known in the art of communications. Ayoub teaches 
position data being stored in a controller together with a time stamp representing the 
time of position acquisition, see col. 4, lines 12-15). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to implement the 
technique of Ayoud within the system of Lection in order to accurately determine the 
position of the mobile terminal. 

Regarding claim 39, Lection teaches all the limitations above except extracting 
the metadata from the audio stream data, and presenting the location of the mobile 
communications device. However, the preceding limitation is known in the art of 
communications. Corresponding to the claimed limitations, Ayoub teaches receiving 
equipment in the authority having a modem and tone detector, which extracts the DTMF 
tones and translates them back into digits representing the position of the cellular 
telephone, (see col. 4, lines 36-42), and location of caller as generated from mapping 
information being displayed on a computer screen together with the mapping 
information, (see col. 4, lines 58-67). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to implement the technique of Ayoud 
within the system of Lection in order to accurately display the location of the mobile 
terminal on a screen. 
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6. Claims 9, 18, 29, and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lection et al. (6,996,406) in view of Britt et al. (6,647,267). 

Regarding claims 9, 18, 29, and 41, Lection teaches all the limitations above 
except the call related data is selected from the group consisting of a call record, 
called/calling party, and billing identification. 

However, the preceding limitation is known in the art of communications. Britt 
discloses wherein the call related data includes predefined information can include data 
pertaining to the cellular telephone user such as a child's home telephone number as 
well as personal data (see col. 2, line 45 to col. 3, line 36), which reads on data selected 
from the group consisting of a call record, called/calling party, and billing identification. 
It would therefore have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teaching of Britt with Lection in order to provide the supplying of pertinent personal 
information and location information that would assist in providing emergency services 
as taught by Britt. 

7. Claims 7, 16, 27 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lection et al. (6,996,406) as applied to claims 1, 10, 20 and 32 
above, and further in view of Williams (6,725,049). 

Regarding claims 7, 16, 27 and 38 Lection fails to specifically disclose means for 
encrypting the determined mobile communications device location. 

In an analogous field of endeavor, Williams discloses a method and system for 
disseminating global positioning information through a telecommunications network by 
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injecting the global positioning information into telecommunications between calling and 
called parties and wherein the positioning information may form the basis for encryption 
of messages or conversations between parties (see col. 3, lines 34-42, col. 4, lines 7- 
54). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
incorporate Williams encryption feature into Lection's system in order to add a level of 
security to the provision of location information especially in emergency situations. 
8. Claims 30, 31 and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lection et al. (6,996,406) as applied to claims 19 and 32 above, and further in 
view of Lemelson et al. (6,054,928). 

Regarding claims 30, 31 and 42 Lection fails to disclose wherein the 
communications terminal is a surveillance device as well as a recording device 
connected into and/or to the call for recording the audio stream data and linked 
metadata. 

In an analogous field of endeavor, Lemelson discloses a system and method for 
tracking and monitoring a prisoner or parolee that includes a monitoring computer that 
cooperates with a satellite global positioning system to determine a subject's current 
location which is periodically transmitted to the monitoring station for surveillance (see 
col. 4, lines 51-64, col. 9, lines 36-64). According to Lemelson and as illustrated in Fig. 
5, a voice recorder 132 is provided as part of the control center for recording individual 
voice messages as well as provide voice response messages to security personnel (see 
col. 14, lines 17-24). 
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It would therefore have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine 
Lemelson's monitoring and tracking system with Lection's system in order to ensure the 
capability of providing voice response messages as well as recording data such as 
audio while providing accurate location information in emergency situations as taught by 
Lemelson. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 04/05/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

As per claim 1 , the Applicant argues in substance that "location based data" is not 
metada representing a determined mobile communication device location The Applicant 
further argues that Lection fails to disclose linking metadata representing the 
determined mobile communications device location and call related data to audio 
stream data sent from that mobile communications device for a wireless 
communications call. However, the Examiner disagrees with the preceding arguments. 
As recited in the Applicant's specification, the metada includes location information, 
tracking information and so on. In Col. 2, lines 25-53, Lection teaches the RF 
transceiver configured both to modulate and transmit voice communication and location 
information received from GPS; and the location information can be encoded in the 
generated identification tones for transmission by the RF transceiver. The Examiner 
maintains that the claimed limitations are read on Lection as disclosed above. 

The Applicant further argues for reasons discussed above claims 10, 19, and 32 
are allowable and all claims depend from allowed claims are also allowable. However, 
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the Examiner disagrees with the preceding assertion. Therefore, the rejection of claims 
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10, 19, and 32 and all dependent claims are maintained for the same reasons recited 



above. 



Conclusion 



JEAN GELIN 



JGelin 
July 2, 2007 




